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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO

)
)
Plaintiff-Respondent,
)
)
)
V.
)
DUSTYN KEITH VAUGHN,
)
)
Defendant-Appellant.
)
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _)
STATE OF IDAHO,

NO. 47830-2020
CANYON COUNTY NO. CR-2017-11523

APPELLANT'S BRIEF

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Nature of the Case
Dustyn K. Vaughn appeals from the district court's order revoking his probation and
executing imposition of his five-year sentence for felony domestic battery. He argues that the
district court abused its discretion by revoking his probation. He submits that the district court
should have reinstated his probation with additional sanctions.

Statement of Facts and Course of Proceedings
In November 2017, Mr. Vaughn pied guilty to domestic battery with traumatic injury.
(R., p.99.) According to the presentence investigation report ("PSI"), Mr. Vaughn got into an
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argument with his girlfriend while she was driving, and he bit her. (Aug. PSI,1 p.11.) During
their fight, Mr. Vaughn allegedly pulled the emergency brake on her car, which caused the car to
skid and hit a pole. (Aug. PSI, pp.11-12.) His girlfriend's two children2 were also in the car.
(Aug. PSI, pp.11-12.) In February 2018, the district court sentenced Mr. Vaughn to five years,
with two years fixed, and retained jurisdiction ("a rider"). (R., pp. I 02-04, 110-11.) Mr. Vaughn
did very well in the rider program, and the district court placed him on probation for five years in
October 2018. (R., pp.117, 120-22; see PSI, pp.8-14 (addendum to PSI).) In March 2019,
Mr. Vaughn admitted to violating his probation, but the district court reinstated his probation.
(R., pp.128-33, 144, 149, 151-52.)
About seven months later, in October 2019, the State filed a petition for probation
violation. (R., pp.153-57.) Mr. Vaughn admitted to violating his probation by using
methamphetamine and marijuana, failing to complete a domestic violence treatment, failing to
meet with his sponsor, and missing appointments with his probation officer. (Aug. Tr.,3 p.41,
L.25-p.45, L.4.)
In late January 2020, the district court held a disposition hearing. (R., p.181; see
generally Tr.) The State recommended that the district court revoke Mr. Vaughn's probation and

execute his five-year sentence. (Tr., p.4, Ls.20-22.) Mr. Vaughn requested that the district court
reinstate his probation, but impose at least ninety days in jail as a sanction. (Tr., p.5, Ls.21-23,
p.9, Ls.18-21 (Mr. Vaughn's counsel noting that he had been in jail for seventy-five days and
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Citations to "Aug. PSI" refer to the sixty-eight-page electronic document with the confidential
exhibits added to the record pursuant to the Court's order to augment the record. The original
confidential exhibits, an electronic document with twenty-three pages, will be cited as "PSI."
2
Mr. Vaughn was the father of one of the children in the car, and Mr. Vaughn's girlfriend was
pregnant at the time with their second child. (Aug. PSI, pp.11-12.)
3
The Court also augmented the record to add two transcripts, contained in one document. Those
will be cited as "Aug. Tr.," and the original transcript will be cited as "Tr."
2

recommending "maybe an additional 15 days or so or maybe a little more as a sanction"). The
district court revoked Mr. Vaughn's probation and executed his five-year sentence. (Tr., p.13,
Ls.1-5) Mr. Vaughn timely appealed from the district court's disposition judgment. (R., pp.18384, 186-88.)

ISSUE
Did the district court abuse its discretion when it revoked Mr. Vaughn's probation and executed
his sentence of five years, with two years fixed, for felony domestic battery?

ARGUMENT
The District Court Abused Its Discretion When It Revoked Mr. Vaughn's Probation And
Executed His Sentence Of Five Years, With Two Years Fixed, For Felony Domestic Battery
The district court is empowered by statute to revoke a defendant's probation under
certain circumstances. LC. §§ 19-2602, -2603, 20-222. The Court uses a two-step analysis to
review a probation revocation proceeding. State v. Sanchez, 149 Idaho 102, 105 (2009). First, the
Court determines ''whether the defendant violated the terms of his probation." Id. Second, "[i]f it
is determined that the defendant has in fact violated the terms of his probation," the Court
examines "what should be the consequences of that violation." Id. The determination of a
probation violation and the determination of the consequences, if any, are separate analyses. Id.
Here, Mr. Vaughn does not challenge his admissions to violating his probation. (Aug.
Tr., p.41, L.25-p.45, L.4.) "[W]hen a probationer admits to a direct violation of his probation
agreement, no further inquiry into the question is required." State v. Peterson, 123 Idaho 49, 50
(Ct. App. 1992) (citation omitted). Rather, Mr. Vaughn argues that the district court abused its
discretion by revoking his probation.
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"After a probation violation has been proven, the decision to revoke probation and
pronounce sentence lies within the sound discretion of the trial court." State v. Roy, 113 Idaho
388, 392 (Ct. App. 1987). "A judge cannot revoke probation arbitrarily," however. State v. Lee,
116 Idaho 38, 40 (Ct. App. 1989). "The purpose of probation is to give the defendant an
opportunity to be rehabilitated under proper control and supervision." State v. Mummert, 98
Idaho 452, 454 (1977). "In determining whether to revoke probation a court must consider
whether probation is meeting the objective of rehabilitation while also providing adequate
protection for society." State v. Upton, 127 Idaho 274, 275 (Ct. App. 1995). The court may
consider the defendant's conduct before and during probation. Roy, 113 Idaho at 392.
In this case, Mr. Vaughn argues that the district court did not exercise reason by revoking
his probation because his probation was achieving its rehabilitative objective while providing
adequate protection for society. Mr. Vaughn's probation violations stemmed from his drug
relapse, and he was not committing additional offenses. (See Tr., p.9, Ls.12-18.) Mr. Vaughn,
who was

at the disposition hearing, started using methamphetamine at
(Aug. PSI, p.23.) He used methamphetamine "every chance [he] could." (Aug. PSI,

p.23.) He recognized, "I used to be consumed by it, and temptation got the better of me." (Aug.
PSI, p.23.) Before that, he first drank alcohol at
problem" with alcohol at

and between ages

and reported that he "developed a
(Aug. PSI,

p.23.) He quit drinking in August 2016. (Aug. PSI, p.23.) He also used other drugs occasionally
and smoked marijuana. (Aug. PSI, p.23.) When he was

Mr. Vaughn started

mixing methamphetamine with bath salts. (Aug. PSI, p.23.) He acknowledged that his drug use
caused problems with his family and his work and contributed to his interactions with law
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enforcement. (Aug. PSI, p.23.) Mr. Vaughn also repeatedly expressed to the district court that he
wanted to stay sober and was glad to be sober. (Aug. PSI, p.1, 6, 64-64.)
Despite Mr. Vaughn's struggles with his addiction, he demonstrated to the district court
that he could be a productive member of society and succeed on probation. At the disposition
hearing, Mr. Vaughn submitted a copy of a check from his mother to a treatment facility in
Emmett. (Tr., p.6, Ls.9-13; Aug. PSI, p.68.) He stated to the district court that he was
"struggling," but he was "ready to get out, ready to get my classes done." (Tr., p.10, Ls.12-13.)
Mr. Vaughn's sponsor was "more than willing to be there to help make this work." (Tr., p.9,
Ls.3-4.) Mr. Vaughn also arranged to move his trailer to a ranch closer into town so he could
walk or bike to his rehabilitative classes and meetings with his probation officer. (Tr., p.6, L.14p. 7, L.3, p.7, L.25-p.8, L.10.) He explained, "And I got all my ducks lined out in a row. Being
right there in Emmett there's no more excuses of me missing [probation officer] meetings,
missing classes, anything like that. ... I can make it there, and I will make it there." (Tr., p.10,
Ls.15-20.) Along with moving his trailer, Mr. Vaughn could work on the ranch building fences
and doing other odd jobs. (Tr., p.8, Ls.3-5, Aug. PSI, p.66.) He also worked for another person
doing as-needed yard maintenance. (Aug. PSI, p.67; Tr., p.6, Ls.1-8.) Thus, despite his setbacks
on probation, Mr. Vaughn showed the district court that he was motivated to participate in the
necessary treatment and get back on track. As he stated to the district court, "I'm ready to get
everything done and to prove to the court that I can successfully complete my probation."
(Tr., p.10, Ls.13-14.)
In light of these facts, Mr. Vaughn argues that the district court did not exercise reason
and therefore abused its discretion by revoking his probation and executing his five-year
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sentence. He asserts that the district court should have reinstated his probation and imposed
additional jail time as a sanction.

CONCLUSION
Mr. Vaughn respectfully requests this Court vacate the district court's disposition
judgment and remand this case to the district court for a new probation violation disposition
hearing.
DATED this 14th day of August, 2020.

Isl Jenny C. Swinford
JENNY C. SWINFORD
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender
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